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R KM ARKS 

In response to the Office Action mailed February 7, 2007, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration. Claims 35-55 were previously pending in this application. Claim 35 has been 
amended, This application is believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Reje ctions u nder 35 U.S.C. 3112 

The Orike Action rejects Claims 35-46 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Specifically, Claim 35 has been rejected from comprising the word "radiation' 1 
unci Tor Jacking sufficient antecedent basis for "the base film." 

The inclusion of the word "radiation" in Claim 35 was a typographical error and has been 
removed. Claim 35 has also been amended to provide sufficient antecedent basis for 'the base 
film." Accordingly, withdrawal of Iho rejection of claims 35-46 under 35 U.S.C. §1 1 2 is 
respectfully requested. 

RcjcrtjonsLl 'nder35 UJLC : .§103 

The Office Action rejects claims 35-55 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 4,576,850 to Martens (Martens) in view of Japanese published application no. 
8-137375 (Japanese -375). Applicants respectfully disagree. 

The Office Action has conceded that the prior art or record does not tench or surest 
simultaneous mold patterning and patterning by using a mask (Office Action; page 2, paragraph 
no. 3). The applicants respectfully point out the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a): 

"(a) A patent may not be obtained through the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 ol this title 
if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject ma iler as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made." (emphasis added) 
Since ihe prior art of record docs not teach or suggest (as was conceded by the Office Action) the 
limitation of simultaneous mold patterning and mask patterning (a limitation comprised in all 
the independent claims), Claims 35-46 distinguish the prior art of record. 
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Furlhcrmore, ihc Office Action asserts that no declaration or affidavit is required on the 
l-xaminers part since "ihc references have been reasonably combined and arc submitted to 
reasonably leach the instant invention" (Office Action; page 3, paragraph no. 3). Applicants 
respectfully point to Ihc third requirement of a prima facie case of obviousness, "the prior art 
references (or references when combined) must teach or suggest aU the chrim limitation* : 
(MPlil* § 2143). Since the limitation of simultaneous moMPilimiOg and majikj^cmimi has 
not been found in the prior art of record (as the Office Action concedes), Applicants are left to 
assume that the l-xamincr is relying on common knowledge in the art or well known prior art. 
The heading of the MPKP § 2144.03(C) states: 

•Mf Applicant Challenges a Factual Assertion as Not Properly Officially 
Noticed or not Properly Based Upon Common Knowledge, the 
t .-... imi „.,- K. T P nri the finding with Atlcq uatc^CA^dejice." 

(emphasis added) 

The MPKP § 2144.03(C) further states, "If the examiner is relying on personal knowledge to 

support the finding of what is known in the art, th^ajmnejjn^ 

diLcJariiii™^^ 

(MPliP § 2144.03(C), end of the rust paragraph - emphasis added). 

Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. If the rejection undet 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) is to be maintained, the lixamincr is respectfully requested to provide 
documentary evidence and specifically point out as to how irradiation thou^ijuask .fiMifl*' a 
byscfilm in otter simultaneously cure and pattern a liquid material, while further patterning the 
liquid material in the same step would have been obvious to one of skill in the art. 
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rONCLUSTON 

In view or the above amendments and remarks, it is believed that all claims arc in 
condition for allowance, and it is respectfully requested thai the application be passed to issue, li- 
the Kxamlncr iccU tlmt a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this ease, the 
Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HAMILTON, BROOK, SMI TH & REYNOLDS, l'.C. 



By 

David J. Thibodcau, Jr. 

Registration No. 3 1 ,67 1 

Telephone: (978)341-0036 

l'acsimilc: (978)341-0136 



Concord, MA 01742-9133 
Date: 
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